The Dupnisa Cave System in Turkey, the subject of the recent article by Paksuz & Özkan (2012) , includes three caves (Sulu, Kuru and Kız), of which two were opened for tourism in 2003. The authors report counts of bats carried out between 2002 and 2008, compare the period 2002-2003 with 2004-2008 , and conclude that the total number of bats in the Dupnisa Cave System increased significantly after the caves were opened to tourism. In our opinion, however, the situation is not as clear-cut as suggested by Paksuz & Özkan. as the period after the caves were opened for tourism. This comparison is, however, ambiguous, as it contrasts the construction period (including the early days of tourism) with the later period after construction was finished and the system opened to tourists.
The suggestion that the total number of bats in the Dupnisa Cave System increased significantly after the caves were opened for tourism is confusing. The total number of bats in the study of Paksuz & Özkan refers to abundance in the three caves. Yet the only significant increase was observed in Kız, which is closed to tourism. The number of bats in the caves opened to tourism did not therefore increase. It is possible that bats moved to the less disturbed cave.
The The suggestion that tourism can have a beneficial effect on bats should be supported by convincing evidence because it could set a precedent for similar cases and justify or encourage the opening of more caves to the public. In our opinion, such evidence is not provided by Paksuz & Özkan (2012) .
